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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO
STATE OF IDAHO, )
)
Plaintiff-Respondent, ) NO. 44980
)
v. ) CANYON COUNTY NO. CR 2016-12014
)
BLAISE TROMBETTI, )
) APPELLANT’S BRIEF
Defendant-Appellant. )
____________________________________)
STATEMENT OF THE CASE
Nature of the Case
Blaise Trombetti plead guilty to domestic battery with traumatic injury. The district court
imposed a unified sentence of ten years, with four years fixed, retained jurisdiction, and denied
Mr. Trombetti’s subsequent Rule 35 motion for reduction of his sentence.  On appeal,
Mr. Trombetti asserts that the district court abused its discretion by imposing a sentence that is
excessive under the circumstances of his case, and by relinquishing jurisdiction.
2Statement of the Facts and Course of Proceedings
Mr. Trombetti was arrested following an ugly argument with his then-girlfriend, Michelle
Flores.  (PSI, p.2.)1  Their argument turned physical when Ms. Flores attempted to call 911 and
Mr.  Trombetti  tried  to  stop  her.   (PSI,  p.2.)   Mr.  Trombetti  grabbed  her  and  tried  wresting  the
phone away from her; during the struggle he cut Ms. Flores’ hand.  As the altercation continued,
they  each  grabbed  a  knife  and  Ms.  Flores  cut  Mr.  Trombetti.   (PSI,  p.2.)   When  the  police
arrived, both were bleeding from wounds on their hands and Ms. Flores also had scratches on her
legs.  (PSI, pp.2-3; R., p.37.)
Pursuant to an agreement, Mr. Trombetti pled guilty2 to a charge of domestic battery with
traumatic injury and he agreed to complete a 52-week domestic violence class.  (Tr., 9/16/16,
p.21, L.16 – p.22, L.13; R., p.26.)  The district court sentenced him to a unified term of ten years,
with four years fixed, and as recommended by both parties, retained jurisdiction for 365 days.
(R., p.62; Tr., 11/28/16, p.19, L.24 – p. 25, L.6.)
Shortly after being transported to the Department of Correction’s facilities, however,
Mr. Trombetti experienced difficulties.  (PSI, pp.55, 58)  Within weeks of his arrival at North
Idaho Correctional Institution (NICI), he received formal disciplinary sanctions for using
profanity, being in another’s bunk area, and not sitting up during official count.  (PSI, p.58.)  He
also accumulated a number of informal citations, including sharing commissary items, not being
inspection-ready, not completing homework on time, and horseplay while in the chow line.  (PSI,
p.58.)  Less than eight weeks after his arrival at NICI, the deputy warden wrote to the court
stating that Mr. Trombetti was not an appropriate candidate for the retained jurisdiction program
1 Citations to the Presentence Investigation Report and attached materials, including the
Amended PSI, will use the designation “PSI” and will include the page numbers associated with
the 72-page electronic file containing those documents.
3and recommended that the court relinquish jurisdiction.  (PSI, p.55.)  Upon receipt of that letter,
and after reviewing the Amended Presentence Investigation Report, the district court entered an
order relinquishing jurisdiction.  (R., p.65.)  Mr. Trombetti moved, pursuant to Rule 35, for
leniency and reconsideration of that order and requested a hearing.  (R., p.67.)  The district court
denied the motion without a hearing.  (R., p.69.)  Mr.  Trombetti filed a notice of appeal timely
from the judgment of conviction, the order relinquishing jurisdiction, and the denial of the Rule
35 motion.3 See I.A.R. 14(a). (R., p.75.)
ISSUES
I. Did the district court abuse its discretion by imposing a sentence that is excessive under
the circumstances of this case?
II. Did the district court abuse its discretion by relinquishing jurisdiction without sufficient
information to determine whether a suspended sentence and probation would be
appropriate in this case?
ARGUMENTS
I.
The District Court’s Imposition Of A Ten-Year Sentence, With Four Years Fixed, Is Excessive
Under The Circumstances Of This Case, Representing An Abuse Of The Court’s Sentencing
Discretion
Where a defendant challenges his sentence as excessively harsh, the appellate court will
conduct an independent review of the record giving consideration to the nature of the offense, the
character of the offender, and the protection of the public interest. State v. Miller, 151 Idaho
828, 834 (2011).  The Court reviews the district court’s sentencing decisions for an abuse of
2 Mr. Trombetti entered an Alford plea. See North Carolina v. Alford, 400 U.S. 25 (1970).
3 Mr. Trombetti did not offer new or additional information in connection with his Rule 35
motion, and he therefore does not challenge the denial of that motion on appeal. See State v.
Huffman, 144 Idaho 201, 203 (2007).
4discretion,  which  occurs  if  the  district  court  imposed  a  sentence  that  is  unreasonable,  and  thus
excessive, “under any reasonable view of the facts.” State v. Strand, 137 Idaho 457, 460 (2002);
State v. Toohill, 103 Idaho 565, 568 (Ct. App. 1982).  “A sentence is reasonable if it appears
necessary to accomplish the primary objective of protecting society and to achieve any or all of
the related goals of deterrence, rehabilitation, or retribution.” Miller, 151 Idaho at 834.
Mr. Trombetti’s difficult childhood and his history of drug addiction, along with the
potential to overcome that addiction, serve as strong mitigation in his case. See State v. Walker,
129 Idaho 409, 410 (Ct. App. 1996); State v. Coffin, 146 Idaho 166, 177 (Ct. App. 2008).  As a
child, Mr. Trombetti was “always angry”; when he was twelve he began running away from
home and experimenting with drugs and alcohol.  (PSI, p.7.)  That path lead him to juvenile
detention facilities and treatment centers, and away from his siblings.  (PSI, p.7.)  During that
period of time, Mr. Trombetti was diagnosed with depression, and on one occasion he was
committed to a psychiatric institution.  (PSI, p.10.)
At  the  age  of  eighteen,  Mr.  Trombetti  turned  to  methamphetamine,  and  he  says  that  he
relied on that drug “for survival” during periods of homelessness.  (PSI, p.20.)  According to his
recent GAIN-1 report, Mr. Trombetti suffers from a severe methamphetamine addiction. (PSI,
p.20.)  He knows that he needs help and he wants to recover from this addiction.  (PSI, p.21.)  He
also is a father and is especially motivated to live clean and sober so that he can have his son in
his life.  (PSI, pp.9, 11-12.)
Mr. Trombetti has also shown remorse; at his sentencing, he apologized to the court and
specifically to Ms. Flores, who was in the courtroom that day, and he asked for her forgiveness.
(Tr., 11/18/16, p.17, Ls.23 – p.19, L.20.)  His willingness to engage in a 52-week domestic
5violence class also shows his that he is taking responsibility for actions, and serves as mitigation
in this case. See State v. Coffin, 146 Idaho 166, 171 (Ct. App. 2008).
In light of these mitigating facts, and notwithstanding the aggravating ones,
Mr. Trombetti’s sentence of ten years, with four years fixed, is excessive and therefore
unreasonable, representing an abuse of discretion.
II.
The District Court Abused Its Discretion When It Relinquished Jurisdiction Without Sufficient
Information To Determine Whether A Suspended Sentence And Probation Would Be
Appropriate In This Case
This Court reviews a district court’s decision to relinquish jurisdiction for an abuse of
discretion. State v. Merwin, 131 Idaho 642, 648 (1998).  A court’s decision to relinquish
jurisdiction will not be deemed an abuse of discretion if the trial court has sufficient information
to determine that a suspended sentence and probation would be inappropriate pursuant to
I.C. § 19-2521. State v. Chapel, 107 Idaho 193, 194 (Ct. App. 1984).
In this case, the district court lacked sufficient information to make the determination that
a suspended sentence and probation would be inappropriate for Mr. Trombetti.  The court had
the authority to retain jurisdiction for a full 365 days after sentencing.  I.C. 19-2601(4).
However, Mr. Trombetti had been at NICI less than two months when the prison’s deputy
warden decided that he was not a suitable for the rider program relinquished jurisdiction.  (PSI,
p.55.)
Mr. Trombetti plainly had problems adjusting to his new environment at ISCI.  (PSI,
p.55.)  However, his violations were neither severe nor criminal in nature, and did not warrant
relinquishing jurisdiction.  Rather, his problematic behaviors should have been met with greater
understanding of his past hardship and drug addiction.  Instead of immediately relinquishing
6jurisdiction, the district court should have continued to retain jurisdiction, allowing
Mr. Trombetti additional time to adjust, and providing him an extended, reasonable opportunity
to demonstrate his potential for success on probation.
CONCLUSION
Mr.  Trombetti  respectfully  requests  this  Court  to  vacate  his  sentence  and  the  order
relinquishing jurisdiction, and to remand his case to the district court with instructions to reduce
his sentence and to retain jurisdiction.  Alternatively, he asks this Court to reduce his sentence.
DATED this 23rd day of August, 2017.
__________/s/_______________
KIMBERLY A. COSTER
Deputy State Appellate Public Defender
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